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NOTICE ON OFFICE ACTION 



1. [X] According to the Request for Substantive Examination raised by the applicant and based on the 

provision of Item 1, Article 35 of the Patent Law, the Examiner has proceeded with the Examination 
as to Substance on the above mentioned application for patent for invention. 
□ According to Item 2, Article 35 of the Chinese Patent Law, the Patent Office has decided to examine 
the above application for patent for invention. 

2. ^ The applicant has requested that the filling date of 

2001 03.07 at the JP Patent Office as the priority date, 

at the Patent Office as the priority date, 

at the Patent Office as the priority date, 

at the Patent Office as the priority date, 

□ The applicant has already submitted the copy of the first filed prior application document 
certified by the receiving office of the country where the application was originally filed. 

□ The applicant has not submitted the copy of the first filed prior application document certified by 
the receiving office of the country where the application was originally filed. It is deemed not 
having claimed priority according to the provision stipulated in Article 30 of the Patent Law. 

□ This application is a PCT application. 

3. □ The applicant submitted on and the amendment documents. 

On examination , among them, 

the submitted on can not be accepted. 

the submitted on can not be accepted. 

Because the above amendment 

□ does not conform with the provisions of Article 33 of the Chinese Patent Law, 

□ does not conform with the provisions of Rule 5 1 of the Implementing Regulations of the Chinese 
Patent Law, 

Refer to the text of the Notice for the specific reasons why the amendment cannot be accepted 
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4. 



5. 



T>Z\ The examination has been proceeded on the original application documents. 
I I The examination is directed at the following application documents: 



Claim , page of the specification, page . 

documents submitted on the date of filing. 

Claim , page of the specification, page 

Claim , page of the specification, page 

Claim , page of the specification, page 



, of the drawing of the original application 



. of the drawing submitted on 
. of the drawing submitted on 
, of the drawing submitted on 



Abstract of the specification submitted on 



., the drawing of the Abstract submitted on 



I I This Notice is made under the condition of no search having been conducted. 
[>3 This Notice is made under the condition of search having been conducted. 

This Notice has cited the below comparison documents (the number of which shall continue to 



No. 


Title of Document 


Date of Publication (or the filing date of the 
conflicting Application) 


1 


US 4585801A 


1986.04.29 


2 






3 






4 







The conclusive opinion drawn from the examination: 
I I As regards the Specification: 

□ The contents of the application fall under the scope stipulated by Article 5 of the Patent Law for 
which no patent right shall be granted. 

□ The specification does not conform with the provision of Item 3, Article 26 of the Patent Law. 

□ The drafting of the specification does not conform with the provision of Rule 18 of the 
Implementing Regulations. 

^As regards the Claims: 

^ Claim _L_ does not possess the novelty as stipulated in Item 2, Article 22 of the Patent Law. 
^ Claim 2-10 does not possess the inventiveness as stipulated in Item 3, Article 22 of the Patent 
Law. 

□ Claim does not possess the practical applicability as stipulated in Item 4, Article 22 of the 

Patent Law. 

□ Claim falls under the scope of Article 25 of the Patent Law where no patent right is to be 



granted. 
(3 Claim __ 

□ Claim _ 

□ Claim 



does not conform with the provision of Item 4, Article 26 of the Patent Law. 
_ does not conform with the provision of Item 1, Article 31 of the Patent Law. 
_ does not conform with the definition of invention as stipulated in Item 1 , Article 2 



of the Implementing Regulations of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim does not conform with the provision of Item 1, Rule 13 of the Implementing 

Regulations of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim does not conform with the provisions of Rules 20 to 23 of the Implementing 

Regulations of the Patent Law. 

Refer to the text of this Notice for the specific analyses of the conclusive opinion. 
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7. Based on the above conclusive opinion, the Examiner deems that: 

I I The applicant shall amend the application documents in accordance with the requirements raised in 
the text of the Notice. 

I I The applicant shall discuss in his observations reasons why this application for patent can be granted 

a patent right, and amend the portions indicated in the text of the Notice which have been deemed as 

not conforming with the provisions, or no patent right shall be granted. 
£3 There are no substantive contents in the application for patent that can be granted a patent right. If the 

applicant does not present reasons or the reasons presented are not sufficient, the application shall be 

rejected. 

8. The applicant is asked to note the following items: 

(1) According to the provision of Article 37 of the Patent Law, the applicant shall submit his 
observations within four months from the receipt of this Notice. Where, without justified reasons, 
the applicant does not respond at the expiration of said date, the application shall be deemed to have 
been withdrawn 

(2) The applicant shall amend his application according to Article 33 of the Patent Law. The amended 
documents shall be in duplicate, and the form, in conformity with the relevant provisions in the 
Examination Guide. 

(3) The applicant and/or his agent can not, without first making an appointment, go to the Patent Office 
to have an interview with the Examiner. 

(4) The observations and/or the amended documents shall be mailed or delivered to Department of 
Receipt, the Patent Office of the State Intellectual Property Office. No documents shall possess 
legal effects if not mailed or delivered to Department of Receipt. 

9. The text portion of this Notice totals 1 page(s), and includes the following attachment(s): 
£3 duplicate copy(ies) of cited comparison document(s), altogether 1 copy(ies) 5 pages. 

□ 

Examination Department: Examiner(Seal): 

2201 2001.7 
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The First Office Action 



The Application No.: 021069514 

Claim 1 asks to protect a process for recovering polymers. 
Comparison Document 1 (US4585801A) has disclosed a process for 
recovering fluoropolymers, comprising contacting an ion exchange 
membrane comprising a fluoropolymer having carboxyl and a 
fluoropolymer having sulfonic acid group and having inorganic particles, 
with a solvent, forming a dissolved solution and an indissolved 
precipitate of different fluoropolymers to obtain a solid-liquid separation, 
separating inorganic substances by an acid and a solvent (See claims 1, 6, 
9 and the examples of Comparison Document 1). It can be seen that 
Comparison Document 1 has already disclosed all the technical features 
of claim 1, which belongs to the same technical filed as that of the 
technical solution of claim 1 . Therefore, claim 1 does not possess novelty, 
not conforming to the provision of Item 2, Article 22 of the Chinese 
Patent Law. 

Claims 2-10 are dependent claims. The definitions of the additional 
technical features can be obtained by a person having ordinary skill in the 
art in combination with general knowledge well known in the art. The 
definition for ion exchange is known for a person having ordinary skill in 
the art based on knowledge of conventional experimental work according 
to the requirement. Methanol belongs to a solvent for separation usually 
used in the art, which has not produced unexpected definite effect. 
Therefore, these claims do not possess prominent substantive features or 
notable progress, not possessing inventiveness, not conforming to the 
provision of Item 3, Article 22 of the Chinese Patent Law. 
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Concerning the definition for solvent in claim 1 , the technical solution 
of the present invention is to achieve the technical purpose of solid-liquid 
separation by the action of the solvent. The action of the solvent 
remarkably influences the realization of the purpose of the present 
invention. The definition of the above abstract concept can be neither 
summarized by the combination of illustration of the examples and 
description of the specification, nor suitably deduced from general 
knowledge well known in the art. It is unknown for one skilled in the art 
that all the organic and inorganic solvents can be used in the technical 
solution of the present invention and to realize the technical effects of the 
present invention. Therefore, claim 1 can not be supported by the 
specification, not conforming to the provision of Item 4, Article 26 of the 
Chinese Patent Law. 

Summing up the above, the present invention can not be granted a 
patent right according to the present application texts. The applicant 
should make a response within the designated time limit from the receipt 
of the Notice. Otherwise, the present application will be deemed to have 
been withdrawn. 

The Examiner: Rui DingKun 
Code: 9477 
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